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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION * 
■ a^(l>^ .nooeven,.hcwever. m a y a r ep,y b e«^,ed 
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Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 February 2003 . 
2a)IEI This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle 1935 C D 11 453 O G 213 

Disposition of Claims . 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-49 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) g| Claim(s) 1-6 and 8-49 is/are rejected. 

7) E3 Claim(s) 7 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 - □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 

application from the International Bureau (PCT'Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) Q lnterview Summary (pTCM13) pgper 

2 U Notrce of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 siP ' 

3) |_| Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 This action is responsive to the remarks filed on February 24, 2003. 

2 Claims 1 -6 and 8-48 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lim et al. (US 5,993,491) in view of de la Mettrie et al. (US WO 99/17730) and Kajino et al. 
(US 5,254,333), for the reasons set forth in the previous office action on paper No. 10, dated 
8/28/2002. 

5 Claim 7 stands objected to for the reasons set forth in the previous office action on paper 
No. 10, dated 8/28/2002. 

Response to Applicant's Arguments 

6 Applicant's arguments filed on February 24/2003 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

With respect to the rejection based upon Lim (US' 491) in view of de la Mettrie (WO' 
730) and Kajino (US' 333), Applicant argues that there is no evidence of a motivation or 
suggestion to combine the references because the references teach different dye compositions. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with the above arguments because Lim (US' 491) as 
a primary reference teaches and discloses a hair dyeing composition comprising the claimed 
compound of 1 -(4-aminophenyl) pyrrolidine as an oxidation base which may be present in 
admixture with one or more other oxidation dye precursors, for example, primary dye 
intermediate or conventional coupling compounds to provide intense coloration to hair (see col. 
3, lines 36-52), other oxidation bases such as p-phenylenediamine derivatives (see col. 5, lines 
25-37), Thickeners such as starch and cellulose derivatives (see col. 8, lines 18-19) and hydrogen 
peroxide as an oxidizing agent (see col. 9, lines 5-10). De la Mettrie (WO' 730) clearly teaches 
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and discloses in analogous art a hair dyeing composition comprising heterocyclic compounds 
such as pyridine derivatives, pyrimidine derivatives and pyrazole derivatives as oxidation bases 
(see page 10, lines 23-27), other oxidation bases such as p-phenylenediamine derivatives (see 
page 6, lines 21-27) and enzymatic oxidizing agents of 2-electron oxidoredouctase enzymes such 
as glucose oxydases and lactates oxydases (see page 4, lines 11-14). Kajino (US' 333) in other 
analogous art teaches a hair dyeing composition comprising thickening polymers such as 
hydroxyethylcellulose, carboxymethylcellulose, guar gum, pertin and xanthan gum as 
biopolysaccharide gum of microbial origin as claimed (see col. 11, lines 60-68 and col. 12, lines 
7-10). Therefore, there is a motivation to combine the compound of l-(4-aminophenyl) 
pyrrolidine as an oxidation base as taught by Lim (US' 491) with the enzymatic oxidizing agents 
of 2-electron oxidoreducases as taught by De la Metrrie (WO, 730) since these enzymes are used 
as oxidizing agents which generate hydrogen peroxide in the dyeing composition with thickening 
polymers as taught by Kajino (US' 333) and, thus, a person of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to incorporate these dyeing ingredients in the dyeing composition with a reasonable 
expectation of success to provide intense coloration to the hair as taught by Lim (US' 491). 
Therefore, a prima facie case of obviousness has been established. The examiner advised the 
applicant to provide a data or showing to indicate that the dyeing composition of the claimed 
invention demonstrates superior and unexpected results over the closest prior art composition. 
7 THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eisa B Elhilo whose telephone number is (703) 305-0217. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M - F (7:30-5:00) with alternate Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra Gupta can be reached on (703) 308-4708. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9310 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661 . 




Elhilo UL ' 
April 15,2003 

Mark Kopec 
Primary Examiner 



